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B4

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,

" Department of Commsrce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 27, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bill
Antidun ing hmmomax;f

lump ons, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone (202) 482-0116 and 482~
3330, respectively.
Initiation of Investigations
The Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated. all
citations to the statute are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1985,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act)

by the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(URAA).

The Petitions

On June 30, 1995, we received
petitions filed in proper form by
Rockwell Graphic Systems, Inc. and its
parent company, Rockwell International
Corporation (the petitioner).

Supplements to the petitions were
received on July 17 and 19, 1885. In
accordance section 732(b) of the
Act.thapoﬁtionnrnlloguthathrge
newspaper printing presses from

Germany and japan are being, or are
likely to be, sold in the United States at
less than fair value (LTFV) within the
meaning of section 731 of the Act, and
that these imports are materially
injuring, or threaten material injury to,
a U.S. industry.
" The petitioner has stated that it has
standing to file these petitions because
it is an interested party, as defined
under section 771(9)(C) of the Act. The
petitioner also states that it has filed the
petitions on behalf of the U.S. industry
producmg the product that is subject to
this investigation.



D ———————————————————

pe—

Determination of Industry Suppart for
the Petitioner

Seaia:h‘ 732(c)(4)(A) of th; Act
requires t to determine,
prior to the initiation ofan
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wxmn.mwthougnmtthatmo from a roll or rolls of newspaper
petitioner notrmduo . mha«pnpcmmthantwopagos
subcomponents .wenote that  in width into & n per format:
the subject m iss defined in the (4) Conveyance and access spparatus
scope section of this notice clarifies that capable of manipulating a roll of paper
the domestic like product identified in  more than two newspaper broadsheet

investigsation, that a minimum
percentage of the domestic industry
supports an antidumping petition. A

iremments 1 (1) the domestic
requirements if (1) the
producers or workers who support the
petition account for at least 25 percent
of the total production of the domestic
like product; and (2) the domestic
producers or workers who support the
petition a;:gunt for more mn
percent of the production :
domestic like product produced by that
portion of the industry expressing
support for, or opposition to, the
petition. For purposes of our analyses,
we accept the definition of the damestic
like product as defined in the petitions.

A review of the production

provided in the petitions indicates that
the petitioner accounts for more than 25
percent of the total production of the
domestic like mduct and for more than
50 percent of produced by

panies expressing support far, or

Department received no ions of
oppoasition to the dpoﬂtions damestic
producers of the domestic like product.

However, on july 17, 1885, Mitsubishi
Heavy Industries, Ltd. (MHI) submitted
on the Japanese record a challenge to
the petitioner’s claim that the petition
w:is filed onthbohalf of the domestic
industry with respect to newspaper
press companents, alleging that
petitioner lacks standing because it does
not produce all components (e.g.,
folders), subcomponents and parts (e.g.,
reel stands, paper guides, screws, etc.)
of the subject merchandise. Also, on
July 18, 1985, MAN Roland, Inc. (MAN
Roland) submitted in connection with
the German ion a challenge to the
petitioner’s claim that the petition was
filed on behalf of the domestic industry

with respect to newspaper press
components.

The petitioner filed a response to both .
challenges on July 19, 1985. In addition,
in an ex-parte meeting with ent
officials, the petitioner clarified certain
elements of the scope

language
submitted in the original petitions. With
respect to the arguments concerning
parts manufacturing, we have found
MHI's and MAN Roland’s challenges to
be unsubstantiated. Rockwell is a
producer of all five of the named
newspaper press components
designated as within the scope of these
investigations as it attested to in its July
19 affidavit.

thepaﬂﬁonislig;isudtohrge

newspa| rin press systems, press
additiolf:.ragdthoﬁvenmdmajor
ponents. The -~

ebcompnmrp |

petitioner does :::t manufacture ptluau
using flexographic printing technology
and, therefore, has not presented
evidence of sufficient industry support. .
Based on the petitioner’s attestation,
MAN Roland is incorrect. The petitioner
has produced and sold, and remains
capable of producing and selling, large
newspaper printing presses using
flexographic technology, as
discussed in its July 19 and 20, 1995,

com| or
unassembled, that are capable of
printing or otherwise manipulating a
roll of paper more than two pages '
across. A page is defined as a newspaper
broadsheet page in which the lines of
type are printed to the
running of the direction of the paper or
a newspaper tabloid page with lines of

p-nﬁﬁ to the running of the -
direction of the paper.

In addition to compiete systems. the
scope of these investigations inciudes
the five press system components. They
are:

(1) A printing unit, which is any
component that prints in monocolor,
spot color and/or process (full) color, or
a printing-unit cylinder; 0

(2) A reel tension paster (RTP), which
is any component that feeds a roll of

more than two newspaper
mhm;mguinwidthMambject

printing unit;

(3) Agfoldcr. which is a module or
combination of modules capable of
cutting, folding, and/or delivering the

B-5

pages across through the production
process and which provides structural

sugonmdm;nnd )

r.'» A computerized control system,
which is any computer equipment and/
or software designed specificallyto
control, monitor, adjust, and coordinate
the functions and operations of large
nswspaper printing presses or press
components.

A press addition is comprised of a
union of one or more of the press
components defined above and the
equipment necessary to integrate such
components into an existing press

Because of their size, large newspaper
printing press systems, press additions,

* and press components are typically

shipped either partially assembled or
mul:lnbled. Any of the five
components, or collection of
m the uss of which is to

a contract for large newspeper
printing press systems, pmuddi}ions.
or press components, regardless of
degree of disassembly and/or degree of
combination with non-subject elements

" before or after impontation, is included

in the scope of this investigation. This
m:m cover spare or
rep. t parts. Further, these
in' cover all current and
future printing technologies capable of
mﬁng newspapers, including, but not
nu‘:;l.t; hl;ic.mmd phic (offset or direct),
The products these
investigations are imported into the
United States under subheadings
8443.11.10, 8443.11.50, 8443.30.00,
ﬁugusg.oo. and 8443.90.50 of the
Large newspaper printing
Ppresses may also enter ung't‘rrsus
subheadings 8443.21.00 and 8443.40.00.

8471.91.00,
8524.21.00, 8524.80.00, and 8537.10.00.
Although the HTSUS subhseadiags are
provided for convenience and customs
purposes, our written description of the
scope of these investigations is
dispositive. .
Export Price and Normal Value
Germany . )
“The petitioner based gross export
price on detailed pricing information on
a sale to a customer in the United States
obtained by the bidding process for
newspaper press sales. The petitioner
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deducted from a delivered price a excluded all depreciation prices installations costs, training
certain proprietary allowance, . expense from the CV caicuiation. expenses and movement

installation costs, training expenses, and  Although petitioner had obtained a including foreign inland freight. foreign
movement foreign copy of MAN Roland’s 1984 financial port and loading charges, ocean freight.

inland freight, foreign port and loading
charges, ocsan freight, marine
insurance, U.S. wharfage expenses, U.S.
port and loading costs, U.S. duty, and
U.S. inland freight expenses.

According to the petitioner, the
German home market is viable.
However, contending that wsold
newspaper printing presses in
Germany differ substantially from those
sold in the United States, the petitioner
was unable to provide information for
sales of identical or similar lugold b
newspaper printing presses sold in both
markets. ingly, the petitioner
based normal value on constructed
value (CV).

CV includes the cost of manufacturing
(COM,), selling, general and
administrative (‘;%GA)é interest
expense, U.S. g and profit. For
COM, the petitioner estimated overhead
production factors and material
requirements based on its own bid
proposal cost of production modetl for -
the U.S. sale used in its allegatian. The
petitioner valued labor and overhead
(excluding depreciation) using publicly
available data for Germany. Where
German market specific costs were
unasvailable, the petitioner relied on its
own experience. Major component parts
were valued using price quotes received
from a German supplier where
available. Because petitioner was unable
to obtain German Sne-s for the
remaining ial parts, it relied on its
own experience as a reasonable
surrogate. Therefore, the petitioner used
Rockwell Graphic Systems’ actual price
paid to a U.S. supplier to value all the

As part of COM, the petitioner
included an amount for depreciation
expense computed from MAN Roland'’s
1994 financial statements. As noted
above, however, the petitioner based the
materials costs on supplier price quotes
which would reasonably recover the
suppliers’ costs, including costs relating
to manufacturing depreciation. Since
MAN Roland produces its own
component parts, a significant amount
of the depreciation expense reflected in
its financial staternents relates to
machinery and equipment used to
manufacture these component parts.
Therefore, we believe the COM in the
petition double counts depreciation
expense for component parts. We could
not identify the amount of depreciation
expense directly related to
manufacturing the component parts. In
order to avoid overstating costs, we

statements, it was unable to use the
information presented to compute SGA
expense for CV due to the format of the

company’s income statement. Moreover,

the petitioner was unsble to obtain from
mrf‘othe e Gemm deA
or the printing i an
equipment industry, and documented
its unsuccessful attempts to collect this

mannh'ﬂ:” immncem. U.S. duty, lL.S.

wi , U.S. port an
unloading fees and U.S. inland freight.
For one sale, the petitioner deducted the
cost of a certain proprietary allowance:
from the second sale, the petitioner
deducted the expenses incurred for
advance Kms and support services.

g to the petitioner, the

information. As an alternative source for Japanese home market is viable.

SGA expense, the petitioner calculated
an SGA rate specific to large newspaper
P peritors. The Department normal
experience. The De ent n y
relies on home mrg:m

t specific
information where reasonably available.

In this instance, however, having made

a reasanable effort to collect this data,
the petitiomer was unable to do'so. We
therefore have relied on the petitioner’s
own SGA information for CV.

The petitioner calculated interest
expense based on MAN Roland’s 1994
unconsolidated financial statements
rather than using the 1994 MAN.
consolidated financial statements. The
Department normally computes interest
expense on a consolidated basis. MAN's
1994 consolidated financial statements
indicate that short-term interest income
-exceeded interest Therefore,
we included no intt:mt expense in CV.
For U.S. packing, the petitioner
its own experience.

The petitioner contends that MAN
Roland’s lack of profit, as reported in its
audited financial statements, does not
constitute a reasonable profit under the
statute. Thus, the petitioner calculated
profit based on the financial results for
six other MAN companies which -
manufactured marine engines,
automotive parts, space systems, and
heavy industrial equipment. Section
773(e)(2) of the Act provides that CV
inch:lie b.y x:hn:oublo amount for proﬁft
earn! exporter or producer o
the merchandise under investigation.
The t thmforof nalfnhmt:d
CV using a profit figure of zero on
the resuits shown in MAN Roland’s
1994 financial statements.

Based on the Department’s
modifications to the petitioner’s
methodology, the estimated dumping
margin is 46.40 percent.

Japan

The petitioner based gross export
price on detailed pricing information on
two sales to customers in the United
States obtained by the bidding process
for newspaper press sales. The
petitioner deducted from delivered

B-6

However, contending that large
newspaper printing presses sold in
differ substantially from those’
sold in the United States, the petitioner
was unable to.provide information for
sales of identical or similar large
newspaper printing presses sold in both
markets. ingly, the petitioner
based normal value on CV.

CV includes the COM, SGA. interest
expense, U.S. packing, and profit. For
COM, the petitioner estimated material
requirements and overhead costs for the
two Japanese sales based on its
own bid cost of production
model and adjusted for known
pl'c:odm:u;.;s tho large : i

newspaper Pnn,' i
presses in the United States an thenng
production costs incurred for the
merchandise in Japan.

For one sale, the petitioner used SGA
expenses from its own U.S. Graphic
Systems division because the
CV was based primarily on U.S.
production costs. For the other sale, the
petitioner used the SGA expenses
incurred by its Japanese subsidiary
because the CV was based primarily on
the subsidiary’s costs. The Department
prefers to calculate SGA usﬁing home
market and industry specific
information where reasonably available.

- Therefare, we used the SGA

SGA expenses
from petitioner’s Japanese subsidiary for-
both japanese sales because this
represented costs s'%eciﬁc to the

in inJa
oo i e
expense and profit for both Japanese
sales based on Mitsubishi Heavy
Industries’ 1993 and 1994 consolidatéd
financial statements, respectively.
Packing costs were based on its own
U.S. Graphic Systems division's

ence.

“E:‘.d on the Department’s
moadifications to the petitioner’s
methodology, the estimated dumping
margins range from 78.22 to 179.55
percent.
Fair Value Comparisons

Based on the data provided by the
petitioner, there is reason to believe that
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necsssary at a later date to consider
H.Fw.-cng-:gomg
Elnnnuquoo:robn.

. ‘we may review further the calculations.

Initiation of Investigations

We have examined the petitions on

large newspaper printing presses from
Germany Bu?v-uﬁ&ggn.v-

gﬁoig of section
..w-uv. of the Act, including the of
requirements concerning allegstions
Eo!!!..-:ngong t of material
to the domestic ofa
E!_..”vm o -{omo_.vo |
com
fwsga..ma...?.aa pursuant
to section 732(c)2 vo?r-gtoﬂo

ngﬁvl&oﬂ

We have natified the ITC of our

B-7







APPENDIX C

LIST OF WITNESSES APPEARING AT
THE COMMISSION’S CONFERENCE






CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE

Investigations Nos. 731-TA-736 and 737 (Preliminary)

LARGE NEWSPAPER PRINTING PRESSES AND COMPONENTS THEREOF,
WHETHER ASSEMBLED OR UNASSEMBLED,
FROM GERMANY AND JAPAN '

Those listed below appeared at the United States International Trade Commission’s conference
held in connection with the subject investigations on July 21, 1995, in the Hearing Room of the
USITC Building, 500 E Street:SW., Washington, DC.

In support of the imposition of antidumping duties

Wiley, Rein & Fielding--Counsel
Washington, DC
on behalf of--

Rockwell International Corp.
Seal Beach, CA

W. Michael Barnes, Senior Vice President, Finance & Planning, and
Chief Financial Officer

Rockwell Graphic Systems, Inc.
Westmont, IL

Henry Cobb, National Sales Director

Allen Sheng, Vice President of Engineering and Technology
Ed Suchma, Executive Vice President

Lawrence J. Bain, Director, Printing Technology

David F. Rodemeyer, Controller

Law & Economic Consulting Group, Inc.
Washington, DC

Andrew R. Wechsler, Principal Trade Consultant
Pieter Van Leeuwen, Trade Consultant

Charles Owen Verrill, Jr. )
Alan H. Price )--OF COUNSEL
Willis S. Martyn III )



CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE--Continued

In opposition to the imposition of antidumping duties

Steptoe & Johnson--Counsel
Washington, DC
on behalf of--

Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, Ltd.
Tokyo, Japan

Economic Consulting Services, Inc.
Washington, DC

Bruce Malashevich, President

Richard O. Cunningham )
Edward J. Krauland )~OF COUNSEL

Shearman & Sterling--Counsel
Washington, DC
on behalf of--

MAN Roland Druckmaschinen AG
Augsberg, Germany

Gerd Finkbeiner, Deputy Member of the Board

Helgi Schmidt-Liermann, Chief Executive Officer

Vincent C. Lapinski, Director of National Newspaper
Group Accounts

Thomas B. Wilner)

Tod E. Siegal )--OF COUNSEL

Kirkland & Ellis--Counsel
Washington, DC
on behalf of--

KBA Group
Wurzberg, Germany

KBA-Motter
York, PA

Scott Smith, President and CEO

Kenneth G. Weigel )

Carol A. Rafferty )"OF COUNSEL



CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE--Continued

In opposition to the imposition of antidumping duties--Continued

Foley & Lardner-—-Counsel
Washington, DC
on behalf of--

Tokyo Kikai Seisakusho, Ltd.
Tokyo, Japan

Kohei Shiba, President
Tadashi Morimoto, Director, Manager Overseas Sales

TKS (U.S.A)), Inc.
Richardson, TX

John E. Hall, Senior Vice President
James R. Price, Consultant

Trade Resources Co.
Washington, DC

Richard D. Boltuck
Paul A. Zucker

James N. Bierman)
Hoken S. Seki  )-OF COUNSEL
Melinda F. Levitt )






APPENDIX D
SUPPLEMENTARY SUMMARY TABLES

Explanatory notes

In many, if not most, Commission investigations, the sum of the components will equal the
total of the product. Thus, the questionnaires in these investigations requested data for all of the
components of large newspaper printing presses and press additions enumerated in the petition. ***,
Therefore, with the exception of the data in table D-7, the data in the tables in appendix D are useful
only as an indication of the relative quantity and value of shipments of one component compared to
another. The components will not necessarily sum to the total values reported in appendix A. The
data of table D-7 are useful because the data reflect the only production activity in the United States
reported by TKS (U.S.A.); however, TKS (U.S.A.) is potentially a "related party" in these
investigations.

Table D-1 presents data on large newspaper printing press printing units, with data for MAN Roland
removed from U.S. Producers data because of deficiencies in MAN Roland’s questionnaire response.

Table D-2 presents data on large newspaper printing press reel tension pasters. There are no
"related party" issues or questionnaire deficiencies (other than the deficiencies described in the
explanatory notes).

Table D-3 presents data on large newspaper printing press folders, with data for KBA-Motter
removed from U.S. Producers data for consideration of "related party" issues.

Table D4 presents data on large newspaper printing press folders, with data for KBA-Motter
included in U.S. Producers data.

Table D-5 presents data on large newspaper printing press conveyance and access apparatus. There
are no "related party” issues or questionnaire deficiencies (other than the deficiencies described in the
explanatory notes).

Table D-6 presents data on large newspaper printing press computerized control systems, with U.S.
producer data for Rockwell only.

Table D-7 presents data on large newspaper printing press computerized control systems, with U.S.
producer data for TKS (U.S.A.) only. TKS (U.S.A.) is potentially a "related party."

Table D-8 presents data on large newspaper printing press computerized control systems, with U.S.
producer data for Rockwell and TKS (U.S.A.).

D-1






Table D-1

Large newspaper printing press printing units: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (with
"producer” data for all firms excluding MAN Roland), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar.
1995

Table D-2
Large newspaper printing press reel tension pasters: Summary data concerning the U.S. market,
1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995

* X * * * * *

Table D-3
Large newspaper printing press folders: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (with "producer”
data for all firms excluding KBA-Motter), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995

Table D4
Large newspaper printing press folders: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1991-94,
Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995

Table D-5
Large newspaper printing press conveyance and access apparatus: Summary data concerning the
U.S. market, 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 ‘

Table D-6

Large newspaper printing press computerized control systems: Summary data concerning the U.S.
market (with "producer” data for Rockwell only), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995



Table D-7

Large newspaper printing press computerized control systems: Summary data concerning TKS
(U.S.A)), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995

Table D-8

Large newspaper printing press computerized control systems: Summary data concerning the U.S.
market, 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995

D4



APPENDIX E
SUMMARY DATA FOR SMALL PRINTING PRESSES

E-1






According to *** questionnaire response, the usual delivery of a small printing press is
within 4 to 7 months, whereas a large printing press usually takes from 20 to 24 months from time
of the order to startup of the press. ***. *** stated in its questionnaire response that large and
small newspaper printing presses "are generally different markets." ***. *** gtated that delivery
time for a small press is 6 to 7 months. ***, another producer of small newspaper printing presses,
stated that a quote for small printing presses would not be responsive to a request for bids on large
printing presses because of "insufficient speed, capacity, and output.” ***_ *** stated that the usual
time between the award of a bid and startup of the press is six months. In its producer questionnaire
response *** answered "not applicable" to the Commission’s questions on small newspaper printing
presses. *** in its response stated ***. ***_in its importer questionnaire response, stated that it
does not sell small newspaper printing presses and therefore the questions relating to such presses
were "not applicable.” *** stated in its importer questionnaire response that "*** does not market in
the United States small newspaper printing presses. "

Table E-1

Small newspaper printing presses: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1991-94, Jan.-Mar.
1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995






APPENDIX F

TABLES PRESENTING DOMESTIC AND EXPORT SALES FOR
COMPLETED AND IN-PROCESS PRESSES, CLASSIFIED
BY CONTRACT AND DELIVERY DATE






Table F-1
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their domestic operations producing large
newspaper printing presses, classified by contract date, by firms, calendar years 1991-95

Table F-2
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their export operations producing large
newspaper printing presses, classified by contract date, by firms, calendar years 1991-95

Table F-3
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their domestic operations producing large
newspaper printing presses, classified by delivery date, by firms, calendar years 1991-96

Table F-4
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their export operations producing large
newspaper printing presses, classified by delivery date, by firms, calendar years 1991-96



IV




APPENDIX G

EFFECTS OF IMPORTS ON PRODUCERS’ EXISTING DEVELOPMENT
AND PRODUCTION EFFORTS, GROWTH, INVESTMENT,
AND ABILITY TO RAISE CAPITAL
AND
COMMENTS OF U.S. PRODUCERS ON QUESTIONS RELATING TO
COST REDUCTIONS, TECHNOLOGY, R&D, AND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES






The Commission requested U.S. producers to describe any actual or anticipated negative effects
of imports of large newspaper printing presses and their components, whether assembled or
unassembled, from Germany and Japan on their growth, investment, ability to raise capital, or
existing development and production efforts, including efforts to develop a derivative or more
advanced version of the product. The Commission also asked U.S. producers to report the influence
of such imports on their scale of capital investments undertaken, and the immediate and long-term
effects of lost sales and price reductions due to import competition on their cash flow, production
scheduling, revenue, employment, and cost structure. The responses are as follows:

Actual Negative Effects
Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

kkk

KBA-Motter Corp.

*kk

MAN Roland Inc.

kKX

Rockwell Graphic Systems

* * * * * * *

Anticipated Negative Effects

Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

*kxk

KBA-Motter Corp.

*kk

MAN Roland Inc.

*kk

Rockwell Graphic Systems



Influence of Imports on Capital Investment

Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

*k¥k

KBA-Motter Corp.

*kk

MAN Roland Inc.

*kkk

Rockwell Graphic Systems

* * * * * * *

The Immediate and Long-Term Effects of Lost Sales and Price
Reductions Due to Import Competition on Cash Flow,
Production Scheduling, Revenue, Employment,
and Cost Structure

Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

*kkxk

KBA-Motter Corp.

k%%

MAN Roland Inc.

kkk

Rockwell Graphic Systems

* * * * * * *

The Commission requested U.S. producers to describe cost reductions on production of multiple
presses of a similar design; effects of customers’ use of technology on producers’ ability to design,
build, and install large newspaper printing presses; producers’ R&D driven by individual customer
order; and influence of major capital expenditures on producers’ capacity to produce large newspaper
printing presses. Responses follow.

G4



Cost Reductions on Production of Multiple Presses of a Similar Design
Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

kkk

KBA-Motter Corp.

*kk

MAN Roland Inc.

kKX

Rockwell Graphic Systems

-~ % * * * * * *

Effects of Customers’ Use of Technology on Producers’
Ability to Design, Build, and Install
Large Newspaper Printing Presses

Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

*kk

KBA-Motter Corp.

kkk

MAN Roland Inc.

k Kk

Rockwell Graphic Systems



Producers’ R&D Driven by Individual Customer Order

Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

*kk

KBA-Motter Corp.

*kk

MAN Roland Inc.

*kk

Rockwell Graphic Systems

Influence of Major Capital Expenditures on Producers’
Capacity to Produce Large Newspaper Printing Presses

Heidelberg Harris, Inc.

kkk

KBA-Motter Corp.

*kk

MAN Roland Inc.

kkk

Rockwell Graphic Systems

G-6



